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Patricia A. Cavender
4 Robin Drive, Hockessin, DE 19707 302-235-1035

May 7, 2003

Contirmeg

The Honorable Michael J. Copps, Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission

445 12" Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

MAY 1 & 7003

Distribution Center

Dear Mr. Copps:

I strongly urge you not to relax the broadcast ownership rules that currently forbid monopolies in
the media. It is vital to freedom of speech and thought that there be more than one outlet for
communication with and by the American people. To allow a monopoly to exist, condoned by the United
States Government under the guise of broadcast band regulation, would be against everything that this
country was founded to promote and protect. |

It has historically been shown that when large corporations accumulate enough power and money
to achieve a monopoly in any field, the ultimate losers are the people. 1t has been necessary in the past
for the government to step in to break up such monopolies for the good of the country and the protection
of the people. Only in the case of natural monopolies, such as the distribution of water, electric power
and gas and collection of sewage, where duplication of facilities would be wasteful is a regulated
monopoly advantageous to the public. Even then, Congress has moved in recent years to deregulate
natural monopolies, albeit with poor results and unfortunate consequences.

It therefore makes little sense for you to allow media monopolies to be created in the first place.

mcerely yours '

Patricia A. Cavender
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Patricia A. Cavender
4 Robin Drive, Hockessin, DE 19707 302-235-1035
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The Honorable Kevin J. Martin, Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission

445 12" Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Mr. Martin:

[ strongly urge you not to relax the broadcast ownership rules that currently forbid monopolies in
the media. It is vital to freedom of speech and thought that there be more than one outlet for
communication with and by the American people. To allow a monopoly to exist, condoned by the United
States Government under the guise of broadcast band regulation, would be against everything that this
country was founded to promote and protect.

It has historically been shown that when large corporations accumulate enough power and money
to achieve a monopoly in any field, the uitimate losers are the people. It has been necessary in the past
for the government to step in to break up such monopolies for the good of the country and the protection
of the people. Only in the case of natural monopolies, such as the distribution of water, electric power
and gas and collection of sewage, where duplication of facilities would be wasteful is a regulated
monopoly advantageous to the public. Even then, Congress has moved in recent years to deregulate
natural monopolies, albeit with poor results and unfortunate consequences.

It therefore makes little sense for you to allow media monopolies to be created in the first place.

Sincerely yours,

Patricia A. Cavender
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RUTH E. HANSEN

7345 PERRY LANE
LUSBY, MD. 20657
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FCC- MAILHOOM

Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Commissioner, FCC

Federal Communications Conrunission
445 12" Street, SW

Washington, DC 205541

C@ﬂﬁrmed
HAY 16 005

Distribution
on .
Dear Ms. Abernathy, Lenter

This is to express my concern over the pressure that is being put on the Federal
Communications Commission to make changes in the rules that prohibit monopoly ownership of
media sources.

To allow huge conglomerates to control what you and I and all Americans can seeon TV,
read in newspapers or hear on radio is more than a little bit frightening. In my wildest imagination 1
can’t see how you and your Commission could allow this to happen. That is not what America is all
about.

1 sincerely hope that you will represent we average Americans who are not rich and powerful
and not bow to the groups that would like to control what you and I can see and hear.

Slncerely,

4 R%i% /%W

th E. Hansen
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May 7, 2003

The Honorable Kevin J. Martin
Commissioner

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Mr.Martin;

Please stay alert in protecting our great country against all types of sneaky tactics.
I urge you not to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect our citizens from
media monopolies.

This attempt could allow giant media conglomerates to present one side of arguments
and could hurt future elections of government officials. The environmental groups
already have influenced too many celebraties who voice their opinions to American
citizens endangering our national forests with fires. It is discouraging to see so many
young people change their opinions just because their idols view things differently.

Those who are lobbying the FCC to relax these ownership rules have a track record of
attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off the air. These proposed changes would
pave the way for giant media conglomerates to gain near-total control of radio and
television news.

The American people need to hear more than one point of view on important
issues. We deserve the right to make informed decisions.

Sincerely,
Betty L. Stewart ¢ onfiv med

er
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May 7, 2003

The Honorable Michael K. Powell Chairman
Federal Communications Commission

445 12™ Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Mr. Powell

RECENVED & INGPECTED
MAY 1 3 2003
FCC - MAILROOM |

We urge you, and the commissioners not to relax the broadcast ownership rules that
prevent media monopolies. No one media source should ever be allowed to gain a
monopolistic position. All view points should have the opportunity to be heard. Please do
not allow anyone or corporation to gain monopoly control.
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Paul F & Cheryl J Fischer
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OATES & OATES \RECENED&\NSPECTEDI
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Attorneys at Law
Robert J. Oates {1928-1998} FGC - MA‘LROOM Law Offices:
James R. Oates ‘ MERRILLVILLE
Lisa M. Oates ] 101 Waest 75th Place

Merrillville IN 46410-5590
Phone {219} 769-6653
May 7, 2003

CHESTERTON
By Appointment Only

The Honorable Michael J. Copps
Commissioner, Federal Communications Commission
445 12" Street SW

Washington, D.C. 20554 Confirmed
Reference: Broadcast Ownership Rules WAY 16 2003
Distribution Center

Dear Commissioner:

I am aware that there are proposed changes to the broadcast
ownership rules. These rules have worked to protect the American
citizens from losing the ability to hear diverse viewpoints from a variety
of media providers.

If changes are adopted which allow for the consolidation of media
markets in one or two large companies, then the ability to access the
media by diverse points of view, some which may be less palatable to the
mainstream media, will be lost. The consolidation of power to effect the
opinions available for consideration by the public by controlling the
media is one way to eliminate the an open forum for the competition of
ideas. It smacks of totalitarianism and invites thoughtless acceptance
of only those views which are allowed to be presented.

The large media conglomerates have an agenda and a viewpoint.
These are not consistent with the American ideals of a free exchange of
thought and ideas. Allowing these large conglomerates to shape the
view of the public by providing them with the opportunity to present
only limited “acceptable” points of view, is the death knell of the goal of
free thoughts, free speech, and a free people. Free people, democratic
people, do not isolate the power of the media in a few powerful and
wealthy corporations. Access to the PUBLIC AIRWAVES should remain
open and not be dominated by an oligopoly of corporate giants. The
epitome of the extreme of this very real threat would be a corporate
policy that disallowed advertisements of persons or groups who think a
certain way — a way not approved of by the corporation.



Many of the media conglomerates that are now lobbying for these
changes have a proven track record of opposing viewpoints off the air.
They attempt to slant the opinion of the viewer, and to change the
public’s mind to comform with their viewpoint, rather than fairly and
impartially report and portray events and stories.

The real danger, and this is exactly why the rules were put in
place, is that control of the opinion outlets controls the power. This
power should not be allowed to coalesce in the hands of only a few
wealthy corporations...who are technically not the voting public...the
public to whom the air-waves belong.

The ownership rules serve a very real purpose in preserving
democracy and the right of both the popular and unpopular views to be
heard. It is important that our history of free unfettered speech, and the
ability to disseminate that speech, is preserved. You, sir, are trusted
with its protection, and as our founding fathers, 1 expect you to stand in
the way of the loss of free speech and the opportunity of its expression.

Deny the proposed ownership rule changes.
'4/£—>

JAMES R. OATES

Singerely,

cc
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The Honorable K. ], Martin May 6, 2003
Commissioner, FCC
445 Twelfth Street
Washington, DC 20554 Re: Broadcast Ownership Rules

Dear Sir;

I cannot believe that a proposal to allow combining broadcast companies is being
seriousily considered. There are far too many large, aimost monopolistic, broadcast
companies in this nation at this time. We need more diversification, not larger media
conglomerates.

Any claims as to better programming and the like are obviousty sheer, utter
nonsense. Money and control are the issues here. Period.

I seriously request that you rule for the general population, not for those few people
who stand to get richer from this most un-exceptional approach. The media is
currently monopolized by a few who do not necessarily report factually, to say the
least,

The Commission is supposed to work for the general population, who pay their

expenses, by the way. Please rule for the people and not the money grubbers who
are rich enough as it as.

Yours truly, _ . Alden L. Head
j’/ f 123 Forest Road
&/& /C¢ 4A_ v : Moorestown, NJ 08057
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May 7, 2003
The Honorable Jonathan S. Adelstein
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Commissioner Adelstein,

[ 'am quite concerned over the proposed change in broadcast ownership rules. I hope you
will vote against these rule changes that currently protect us from media monopolies.

‘The national media conglomerates have not proven to be very tolerant of viewpoint
diversity. [ fail to understand how media control by a handful of conglomerates is good

for anyone but them.

I hope that you will continue to support the broadcast ownership rules that have protected
us for decades.

Thank you for your representation and consideration of my views.

Best regards,

cpnfirmed

D‘zstribut‘\an Centet
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Attorneys at Law

Robert J. Oates (1928-1998) FCC - MAILROGi Law Offices:
Jamas R. Oates ' MERRILLVILLE
Lisa M. Qates 101 West 75th Place

Merrillville IN 46410-5590
Phone (219) 769-6653

May 7, 2003

CHESTERTON
By Appointment Only

The Honorable Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Commissioner, Federal Communications Commission
445 12" Street SW MAY 1 6 2003
Washington, D.C. 20554

Confirmeag

Distribution Center
Reference: Broadcast Ownership Rules

Dear Commissioner:

I am aware that there are proposed changes to the broadcast
ownership rules. These rules have worked to protect the American
citizens from losing the ability to hear diverse viewpoints from a variety
of media providers.

If changes are adopted which allow for the consolidation of media
markets in one or two large companies, then the ability to access the
media by diverse points of view, some which may be less palatable to the
mainstream media, will be lost. The consolidation of power to effect the
opinions available for consideration by the public by controlling the
media is one way to eliminate the an open forum for the competition of
ideas. It smacks of totalitarianism and invites thoughtless acceptance
of only those views which are allowed to be presented.

The large media conglomerates have an agenda and a viewpoint.
These are not consistent with the American ideals of a free exchange of
thought and ideas. Allowing these large conglomerates to shape the
view of the public by providing them with the opportunity to present
only limited “acceptable” points of view, is the death knell of the goal of
free thoughts, free speech, and a free people. Free people, democratic
people, do not isolate the power of the media in a few powerful and
wealthy corporations. Access to the PUBLIC AIRWAVES should remain
open and not be dominated by an oligopoly of corporate giants. The
epitome of the extreme of this very real threat would be a corporate
policy that disallowed advertisements of persons or groups who think a
certain way — a way not approved of by the corporation.



Many of the media conglomerates that are now lobbying for these
changes have a proven track record of opposing viewpoints off the air.
They attempt to slant the opinion of the viewer, and to change the
public’s mind to comform with their viewpoint, rather than fairly and
impartially report and portray events and stories.

The real danger, and this is exactly why the rules were put in
place, is that control of the opinion outlets controls the power. This
power should not be allowed to coalesce in the hands of only a few
wealthy corporations...who are technically not the voting public...the
public to whom the air-waves belong.

The ownership rules serve a very real purpose in preserving
democracy and the right of both the popular and unpopular views to be
heard. Itis important that our history of free unfettered speech, and the
ability to disseminate that speech, ig preserved. You, sir, are trusted
with its protection, and as our founding fathers, I expect you to stand in
the way of the loss of free speech and the opportunity of its expression.
Deny the proposed ownership rule changes.

Siycerely,

JAMES R. OATES

cC
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Washington, D.C. 20554 Oistribution Center

Reference: Broadcast Ownership Rules
Dear Commissioner:

I am aware that there are proposed changes to the broadcast
ownership rules. These rules have worked to protect the American
citizens from losing the ability to hear diverse viewpoints from a variety
of media providers.

If changes are adopted which allow for the consolidation of media
markets in one or two large companies, then the ability to access the
media by diverse points of view, some which may be less palatable to the
mainstream media, will be lost. The consolidation of power to effect the
opinions available for consideration by the public by controlling the
media is one way to eliminate the an open forum for the competition of
ideas. It smacks of totalitarianism and invites thoughtless acceptance
of only those views which are allowed to be presented.

The large media conglomerates have an agenda and a viewpoint.
These are not consistent with the American ideals of a free exchange of
thought and ideas. Allowing these large conglomerates to shape the
view of the public by providing them with the opportunity to present
only limited “acceptable” points of view, is the death knell of the goal of
free thoughts, free speech, and a free people. Free people, democratic
people, do not isolate the power of the media in a few powerful and
wealthy corporations. Access to the PUBLIC AIRWAVES should remain
open and not be dominated by an oligopoly of corporate giants. The
epitome of the extreme of this very real threat would be a corporate
policy that disallowed advertisements of persons or groups who think a
certain way — a way not approved of by the corporation.




Many of the media conglomerates that are now lobbying for these
changes have a proven track record of opposing viewpoints off the air.
They attempt to slant the opinion of the viewer, and to change the
public’s mind to comform with their viewpoint, rather than fairly and
impartially report and portray events and stories.

The real danger, and this is exactly why the rules were put in
place, is that control of the opinion outlets controls the power. This
power should not be allowed to coalesce in the hands of only a few
wealthy corporations...who are technically not the voting public...the
public to whom the air-waves belong.

The ownership rules serve a very real purpose in preserving
democracy and the right of both the popular and unpopular views to be
heard. It is important that our history of free unfettered speech, and the
ability to disseminate that speech, is preserved. You, sir, are trusted
with its protection, and as our founding fathers, I expect you to stand in
the way of the loss of free speech and the opportunity of its expression.
Deny the proposed ownership rule changes.

incerely

JAMES R. OATES

ce
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ttorneys at Law

Robert J. Oates (1928-1998) FCC - MA‘LHOOM Law Offices:
James R. Oates MERRILLVILLE
Lisa M. Oates 101 West 75th Place

Merrillville IN 46410-5590
Phane {219) 769-6653
May 7, 2003

CHESTERTON
By Appaintmant Qnly

The Honorable Michael K. Powell

Chairman, Federal Communications Commission \ .
445 12" Street SW Confirmed
Washington, D.C. 20554 WAY L 6 2003

Reference: Broadcast Ownership Rules Distribution Centei

Dear Mr. Powell;

I am aware that there are proposed changes to the broadecast
ownership rules. These rules have worked to protect the American
citizens from losing the ability to hear diverse viewpoints from a variety
of media providers.

If changes are adopted which allow for the consolidation of media
markets in one or two large companies, then the ability to access the
media by diverse points of view, some which may be less palatable to the
mainstream media, will be lost. The consolidation of power to effect the
opinions available for consideration by the public by controlling the
media is one way to eliminate the an open forum for the competition of
ideas. It smacks of totalitarianism and invites thoughtless acceptance
of only those views which are allowed to be presented.

The large media conglomerates have an agenda and a viewpoint.
These are not consistent with the American ideals of a free exchange of
thought and ideas. Allowing these large conglomerates to shape the
view of the public by providing them with the opportunity to present
only limited “acceptable” points of view, is the death knell of the goal of
free thoughts, free speech, and a free people. Free people, democratic
people, do not isolate the power of the media in a few powerful and
wealthy corporations. Access to the PUBLIC AIRWAVES should remain
open and not be dominated by an oligopoly of corporate giants. The
epitome of the extreme of this very real threat would be a corporate
policy that disallowed advertisements of persons or groups who think a
certain way — a way not approved of by the corporation.



Many of the media conglomerates that are now lobbying for these
changes have a proven track record of opposing viewpoints off the air.
They attempt to slant the opinion of the viewer, and to change the
public’s mind to comform with their viewpoint, rather than fairly and
impartially report and portray events and stories.

The real danger, and this is exactly why the rules were put in
place, is that control of the opinion outlets controls the power. This
power should not be allowed to coalesce in the hands of only a few
wealthy corporations...who are technically not the voting public...the
public to whom the air-waves belong.

"The ownership rules serve a very real purpose in preserving
democracy and the right of both the popular and unpopular views to be
heard. It is important that our history of free unfettered speech, and the
ability to disseminate that speech, is preserved. You, sir, are trusted
with its protection, and as our founding fathers, I expect you to stand in
the way of the loss of free speech and the opportunity of its expression.
Deny the proposed ownership rule changes.

incerely,

cC
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May 7, 2003

The Honorable Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Powell,

I am quite concerned over the proposed change in broadcast ownership rules. I hope you
will vote against these rule changes that currently protect us from media monopolies.

The national media conglomerates have not proven to be very tolerant of viewpoint
diversity. ! fail to understand how media control by a handful of conglomerates is good

for anyone but them.

I hope that you will continue to support the broadcast ownership rules that have protected
us for decades.

Thank you for your representation and consideration of my views,

Best regards,

Ao Kawwell_
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Brian G. Brunsvold
3510 Wentworth Drive
Falls Church, VA 22044

(703) 256-1985

May 6, 2003

The Honorable Kevin J. Martin
Commissioner

Federal Communications Commission
445 12™ Street, S.W

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Mr. Martin;

The broadcast ownership rules that protect American citizens from media concentration
should not be altered.

Many of the corporations that are now lobbying the FCC to relax the ownership rules
have a history of refusing to air viewpoints that oppose their corporate viewpoint.

The proposed changes would permit media conglomerates to incrementally increase their
control of the content of radio and television news and information in many communities.

[ urge you to vote against changing the broadcast ownership protections that have enabled
diverse political viewpoints to be presented to the American people.

Sincerely yours,

P, £ riririe

Brian G. Brunsvold

BGB/cah
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Abram Mark Ratner, PhD, PE
5 Strawberry Bank Road, Unit 12
Nashua, NH 03062-2743
(603) 888-6153

May 7, 2003

The Honorable Michael K. Powell
Chairman, FCC

445 - 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Mr. Powell:

This letter is to urge you not to relax the FCC rules on media ownership.
Their purpose is to prevent media monopolies, which are very bad for the
nation. Democracy requires exposure to many points of view, which would be

seriously hindered by allowing a few corporations to control the bulk of the
airwaves.

Please continue the broadcast ownership protections we have now.
Thank you.

Sincerely,

i wok otz
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Distribution Center




